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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

This Amendment C supplements claim amendments that were proffered in Amendment 
B, filed 26 February 2008. Applicant is filing herewith a Request for Continued Examination 
which will effect entry of Amendment B. Consequently, the claims provided in this 
Amendment C incorporate the previously presented amendments made via Amendment B. 

As a result, claims 1 - 12, 15, and 22 - 23 are in the application. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 USCS 101. 

In view of the Advisory Action (Section 5) issued April 9, 2008 and as a consequence of 
the entry of Amendment B, applicant understands that the Examiner will now withdraw the 
rejection of the claims under 35 USC § 101. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 USCS 112. First Paraeraph 

In view of the Advisory Action (Section 5) issued April 9, 2008 and as a consequence of 
the entry of Amendment B, applicant understands that the Examiner will now withdraw the 
rejection of the claims under 35 USC § 1 12, First Paragraph. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 USC S 112. Second Parasraph 

Claim 1 has been amended to remove the "may be" term found objectionable by the 
Examiner, thereby obviating the single Section 1 12, second paragraph rejection, as was 
maintained in the Advisory Action (continuation sheet). As a consequence of the present 
amendment and in view of the comments provided in the Advisory Action (continuation sheet), 
applicant believes that the claims are no longer objectionable under 35 USC § 1 12, second 
paragraph. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 USCS 102 

Applicant here refers to the remarks provided in Amendment B for addressing the question 
of whether the present invention is anticipated by the disclosure of US Patent No. 6,249,252 
(Dupray). 

New Claim 22 

This dependent claim specifies that the returned probability of the locality name being 
associated with a geographical location is dependent upon the submitted locality name as well as 
text criteria that is not a locality name. As indicated in claim 1, the returned search results 
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return a probability that the search-criteria locality name is associated with a geographic 
location. The specification (such as the paragraph bridging pages 5 and 6) also notes that the 
results can include news, advertising content etc. In this regard, the text criteria that is not a 

locality name, such as ""restaurants" (see, for example, page 8, lines 18 -19) is employable as 
part of the probability calculation so that the results of a "restaurants Islington" search criteria 
may be ordered by not just the probability of geographical location (Islington, London) but also 
upon the presence or absence of hotel advertising available for each returned geographical 
location. 

New Claim 23 

New claim 16 incorporates the subject matter of previously cancelled claim 16 while 
further specifying that the computer network address is an IP address. 

The cited sections of Dupray identified in the final office action as disclosing the 
monitoring step relates to a location center querying a location base state (LBS) if the mobile 
station is in range, and the steps taken by the location center on request for information 
regarding the mobile station from a user. 

The Dupray user does not, however, submit a locality name but a mobile station name. 
The IP address limitation present in new claim 23 is intended to further distinguish the invention 
from the teachings of Dupray since this reference, at best, only discloses the use of the Internet 
to link the location center and the mobile switching center. An IP address of the mobile 
switching center is not utihzed in any way. There is no disclosure in Dupray that the mobile 
stations or mobile base stations have IP addresses. 

Accordingly, new claim 23 is not anticipated by nor rendered obvious in view of Dupray. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, applicant believes that all of the currently pending claims are in 
condition for allowance, and an early notification to that effect is respectfully requested. If the 
Examiner has any questions, she is invited to contact applicant's attorney at the below-listed 
telephone number. 

Respectfully submitted: Hancock Hughey LLP 

/pwh #31,1 69/ Patrick W. Hughey 

Registration No. 31,169; Tel. No. (503) 274-5455 
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